July 7,2004

" Chairman Michael Powell

Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, S.W.

- Washington, DC 20554

RE: WC Docket No, 03-133
Dear Chairman Powell:

Larino and other minority communities refy upon low-cost telecommunications services to

_accomplish many every day tasks, from looking for a job or affordable housing to staying in

touch with family and fricnds. But pending before the FCC is a proposal that would introduce

 new charges and fees upon services upon which we depend, immediately harming millions of
- Latinos and other consumers nationwide. -
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I understand that the FCC is considering applying “in-state™ access charges and other fees on
certain prepaid calling card services. Many Latinos, particularly those on fixed incomes or those
establishing a credit history, bank accounts end other means necessary to subscribe to local
telephone service, rely upon these prepaid calling cards to stay connected at set affordable rates.
Students, immigrants, senior citizens, and others face similar challenges.

As a result, prepaid calfing cards are the only option available ~ without them, many consumers
could, quite literally, be left without access to telephone service. Raising the price of prepaid
calling cards will directly harm individuals who can lcast afford price increases.

Imposing in-state charges would amount to a substantial increase in the cost of prepaid calls,
destroying the utility of calling cards to disadvantaged consumers. Allowing the large, local
telephone companies to collect such charges, evea when they do not sell the calling card 10 a
customer, would drive up prices; thus making these services substantially less affordable. Please
look out for consumers and refuse to impose new access charges and fees on prepaid calling card
services, ’

Sincerely, )
Oul o

ces:  Commissioner Michael Copps
Commissioner Kathleen Abemathy
Commissioner Kevin Martin
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein

Senator thetohe s
Scnator J &7
Congressperson
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July 7, 2004

Chairman Michae] Powell

. Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, S.W.
Washington, DC 20554

RE: WC Docket No. 03-133

Dear Chairman Powell:

Latino and other minority communities rely upon low-cost telecommunications services to
accomplish many every day tasks, from looking for a job or affordable bousing to staying in
=, touch with family and friends. But pending before the FCC is a proposal that wonld introduce

new charpes and fees upon services upon which we depend, immediately harming millions of
Latinos and other consumers nationwide.

Tunderstand that the FCC is considering applying “in-state™ access charges and other fees on

certain prepaid calling card services. Many Latmos, particularly those on fixed incomes or those *
establishing a credit history, bank accounts and other means necessary to subscribe to local

telephone service, rely upon these prepaid calling cards to stay connected at set affordable rates.

Students, immigrants, senior citizens, and others face similar challenges. '

As a result, prepaid calling cards are the only option available — without them, many ¢consumers
could, quite literally, be left without access to telephone service. Raising the price of prepaid
calling cards will directly harm individuals who can least afford price increases.

Imposing in-state charges would amount to a substantisl increase in the cost of prepaid calls,
destroying the utility of calling cards to disadvantaged consumers. Allowing the Jarge, local
telephone companies to collect such charges, even when they do not sell the calling card to a
customer, would drive up prices; thus making these services substantially less affordable. Please

look out for consumers and refuse to impose new access cha.rges and fees on prepaid calling card
services.

Smcefely,

UDG:-\‘» (v sho-ﬂ —‘D (
ces:  Commissioner Michael Copps _
Commissioner Kathieen Abernathy -
Commissioner Kevio Martin
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein
Senator
Senator

Congressperson qﬂ._v\‘_‘__ || ] ‘_u Du-tl‘b\
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July 7, 2004

Chairman Michael Powell

Federal Communications Commission '
445 12th Street, S W.

Washington, DC 20554

RE: WC Docket No, 03-133

R Chairman Powell:

. The FCC should not impose new access charges and fees upon prepaid calling cards. Ifyou
move to increase the cost of these cards, you will simply drive up the cost for minority or
disadvantaged individuals 1o stay in touch in their communities.

The Latino community is particularly sensitive to any price incsease for pre-paid calling cards;
approximately 43% of Latino households use them. Indeed, half of the households with incomes =~
below $20,000 have used prepaid cards. Pre-paid calling cards are so prevalent in part becanse :
they save consumers money.

‘With gas and milk prices already holding fixed and low income consumers hostage, we should
not be faced with rising telephone service costs as well. In particular, many Jow-income
households who are on fixed incomes depend entirely upon prepaid service because they cannot
meet the credit rating or hefly deposit requirements that local phone compenies insist upon before
getting a phone. With prepaid cards, consumers can make calls from payphones or the telephones
of family members and neighbors. We can use these cards to stay “connected” as we look for
jobs, hunt for houses, or schedule many of the other daily appointments that we all have.

I simply find it unimaginable that the FCC would impose new charges and fees on these cards.
Some of the nation’s largest telephone companies would be the largest beneficiaries of such
charges. The FCC should stand up for consumer interests over corporate gain by keeping
‘affordable prepaid calling cards a priority.

Sinccrely,
T Al D %////f 7
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ces:  Commissioner Michael Copps

Commissioner Kathleen Abernathy

Commissioner Kevin Martin

Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein

Senator

Senator

Conpressperson
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July 7, 2004

Chairman Michael Powell
. Federal Communications Commission
# 445 12th Styeet, S W.
Washmgton, DC 20554

RE: WC Docket No. 03-133 - " —
Dear Chairman Powell:

Latino and other minority communities rely upon low-cost telecommunications services to
accomplish many every day tasks, from Jooking for a job or affordable housing to staying in
touch with family and friends. But pending before the FCC is a proposal that would introduce
new charges and fees upon services upon which we depend, immediately harming millions of
Latinos and other consumers nationwide.

Iunderstand that the FCC is considering applying “in-state” access charges and other fees on
certain prepaid calling card services. Many Latinos, particularly those on fixed incomes or those
establishing a credit history, bank accounts and other means necessary to subscribe to local
telephone service, rely upon these prepaid calling cards 1o stay connected at set affordable rates.
Students, immigrants, senior citizens, and others face similar challenges.
R .
As a result, prepaid calling cards are the only option available — without them, many consumers
could, quite literally, be Jeft without access 1o telephone service. Raising the price of prepaid
o calling cards will directly harm individuals who can least afford price increases.

Imposing in-state charges would amount to a substantial increase in the cost of prepaid calls,

destroying the utility of calling cards to disadvantaged conswmers. Allowing the large, local ~
telephone companies 10 collect such charges, cven when they do not sell the calling card to a
customer, would drive up prices; thus making these services substantially less affordable. Please
look out for consumers and refuse to impose new access charges and fees on prepaid calling card

services,

Sincerely,

ces:  Commissioner Michae] Copps b
Commissioner Kathleen Abernathy ‘
Commissioner Kevin Martin 47
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein o~

, Senator -29(
Senator : . /i
Congressperson
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July 7, 2004 ' S—

Chairman Michae! Powell

Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, S.W.

Washington, DC 20554

RE: WC Doc¢ket No. 03-133

Chairman Powell:

The FCC should not impose new access charges and fees upon prepaid calling cards. Ifyoﬁ
¥ move to increase the cost of these cards, you will simply drive up the cost for minority or
disadvantaged individuals to stay in touch in their communities.

# The Latine community is particularly sensitive to any price increase for pre-paid calling cards;
approximately 43% of Latino households use them. Indeed, half of the households with incomes
below $20,000 have used prepaid cards. Pre-paid calling cards are so prevalent m part because
they save consumers money.

With gas and milk prices already holding fixed and low income consumers hostage, we should
not be faced with rising telephone service costs as well. In particular, many low-income
households who are on fixed incomes depend entirely wpon prepaid service because they cannot
meet the credit rating or hefty deposit requirements that local phone companies insist upon before
getting a phone. With prepaid cards, consumers can make calls from payphones or the telephones
of family members and neighbors. We can use these cards to stay “connected” as we look for
jobs, hunt for houses, or schedule many of the other daily appointments that we all have.

1 simply find it unimaginable that the FCC would impose new charges and fees on these cards.
Some of the nation’s largest telephone companies would be the largest beneficiaries of such
charges. The FCC should stand up for consumer interests over corporate gain by keeping
affordable prepaid calling cards a priority.

'S incerely,

ecs:  Commissioner Michae! Copps
Commissioner Kathleen Abernathy
Commissioner Kevin Martin : ~
Cornmissioner Jonathan Adelstein
Senator
Senator
Congressperson
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Yuly 7, 2004

Chairman Michael Powell

Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, SW.

Washington, DC 20554

RE: WC Docket No. 03-133

Chairman Powell:

- The FCC should mot impose new access charges and fees upon prepaid calling cards. If you
move to increase the cost of these cards, you will simply drive up the cost for minority or
disadvantaged individuals to stay in touch in their commumities.

The Latino community is partjcularly sensitive to any price increase for pre-paid calling cards;
approximately 43% of Latino households use them. Indeed, half of the households with incomes
below $20,000 have used prepaid cards. Pre-paid calling cards are so prevalent in part because
they save consumers money.

With gas and milk prices already holding fixed and low income consumers hostage, we should
not be faced with rising telephone service costs as well. In particular, many Jow-income
* households who are on fixed incomes depend entirely upon prepaid service because they cannot
meet the credit rating or hefly deposit requirements that Jocal phone companies insist upon before
getting 8 phone. With prepaid cards, consumers can make calls from payphones or the telephones
# of family members and neighbors. We can use these cards to stay “connected” as we look for
jobs, hunt for bouses, or schedule many of the other daily appointments that we all have.

I simply find it unimaginable that the FCC would impose new charges and fees on these cards.
Some of the nation’s largest telephone companies would be the largest beneficiaries of such
charges. The FCC should stand up for consumer interests over corporate gain by keeping
affordable prepaid calling cards a priority.

Sincerely,

Moo

ccs:  Commissioner Michae! Copps
Commissioncr Kathleen Abernathy
Commissioner Kevin Martin
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein
Senator

. Senator
Congressperson
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July 7, 2004

Chairman Michael Powell

Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, S.W.

Washington, DC 20554

RE: WC Docket No. 03-133
Dear Chairman Powell:

Latino and other minorsity communitjes rely upon low-cost telecommunications services to
accomplish many every day tasks, from looking for a job or affordable housing to staying in
touch with family and friends. But pending before the FCC is a proposal that would introduce
# new charges and fees upon services upon which we depend, immediately harming millions of
Latinos and other consumers nationwide. '

Tunderstand that the FCC is considering applying “in-state™ access charges and other fees on
certain prepaid calling card services. Many Latinos, particularly those on fixed incomes or those
establishing a credit history, bank accounts and other means necessary 1o subscribe to local _
telephone service, rely upon these prepaid calling cards to stay connected at set affordable rates.
Students, immigrants, senior citizens, and others face similar challenges.

As aresult, prepaid calling cards are the only option available - without them, many consumers
could, quite literally, be left without access to telephone service. Raising the price of prepaid
calling cards wil! directly harm individuals who can Jeast afford price increases.

Imposing in-state charges would amount to a substantial increase in the cost of prepaid calls,
destroying the utility of calling cards to disadvantaged consumers. Allowing the large, jocal
telephone companies 1o collect such charges, even when they do not sell the calling card to a
customer, would drive up prices; thus making these services substantially less affordable. Please
Jook out for consumers and refuse to impose new access charges and fees on prepaid calling card
SeTVICES, ‘

ces:  Commissioner Michael Copps : T—
Commissioner Kathleen Abernathy
Commissioner Kevin Martin
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein
Senator
Senator
Congressperson
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July 7, 2004

Chairman Michae] Powell
Federal Comununications Commission
445 12th Street, 8. W.

+ Washington, DC 20554

) RE: WC Docket No. 03-133.

Dear Chairman Powell: ' —

Latino and other minority communities rely upon low-cost teJecommunications services to
accomnplish many every day tasks, from Jooking for a job or affordable housing to staying in -
touch with family and friends. But pending before the FCC is a proposal that would introduce
new charges and fees upon services upon which we depend, immediately harming millions of
Latinos and other consumers nationwide.

¥ understand that the FCC is considering applying “in-state” access charges and other fees on
certain prepaid calling card services. Many Latinos, particularly those on fixed incomes or those
establishing a credit history, bank accounts and other means necessary to subscribe to local
telephone service, rely upon these prepaid calling cards to stay connected at set affordable rates.
Students, immigrants, senior citizens, and others face similar challenges,

As a result, prepaid calling cards are the only option available ~ without them, many consumers
could, quite literally, be left without access to telephone service. Raising the price of prepaid
calling cards will directly harm individuals who can least afford price increases.

" Imposing in-state charges would amount to a substantia] increase in the cost of prepai& calls,
destroying the utility of calling cards to disadvantaged consumers. Allowing the large, Jocal
telephone companies to collect such charges, even when they do not sell the calling card to a
customer, would drive up prices; thus making these services substantially less affordable. Please ~—
look out for consumers and refuse to impose new access charges and fees on prepaid calling card
services.

Sincerely,
oo M o
e\ o e .
LN Do )
ccs:  Commissioner Michael Copps M « .
Commissioner Kathleen Abernathy ARAlCLL 2
Commissioner Kevin Martin
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein
Senator
Senator
' Congressperson
r
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Tuly 7, 2004

Chairman Michael Powell

Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, S.W,

Washington, DC 20554

RE: WC Docket No. 03-133
Dear Chairman Powell:

Latino and other minority communities rely upon low-cost telecommunicatjons services to
gecomplish many every day tasks, from looking for a job or affordable housing to staying in
touch with family and friends. But pending before the FCC is a proposal that would introduce
new charges and fees upon services upon which we depend, immediately harming millions of
Latinos and other consumers nationwide,

1 understand that the FCC is considering applying “jn-state” access charges and other fees on
certain prepaid calling card services. Many Latinos, particularly those on fixed incomes or those
establishing a credit history, bank accounts and other means necessary 10 subscribe to local
telephone service, rely npon these prepaid calling cards to stay connected at set affordable rates.
Students, immigrants, senjor citizens, and others face similar challenges.

As aresult, prepaid calling cards are the enly option available — without them, many consumers
could, quite literally, be left without access to telephone service. Raising the price of prepaid
calling cards will directly harm individuals who can least afford price increases.

Imposing in-state charges would amount to a substantial increase in the cost of prepaid calls,
destroying the wtility of calling cards to disadvantaged consumers. Allowing the large, local
telephone companies to collect such charges, even when they do not sell the calling card to a
customer, would drive up prices; thus making these services substantially less affordable, Please
look out for consumers and refuse to impose new access charges and fées on prepaid calling card
services.

Sincerely, w @Mﬂ &W”‘O)/”" .
T\‘Uzuuo—)

ccs:  Commissioner Michael Copps
Commissioner Kathleen Abemathy
Commissioner Kevin Martin e
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein
Senator
Senator _
Congressperson
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July 7, 2004

Chairman Michae} Powell

Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, S.W.

Washington, DC 20554

RE: WC Docket No_ 03-133 o

Dear Chairman Powell:

Latino and other minority communities rely upon low-cost telecommunications services to
accomplish many every day tasks, from looking for a job or affordable housing to staying in
touch with family and friends. But pending before the FCC is a proposal that would introduce

new charpes and fees upon services vpon which we depend, immediately harming millions of
Latinos and other consumers nationwide.

I understand that the FCC is considering applying “in-state” access charges and other fees on
certain prepaid calling card services. Many Latinos, particularly those on fixed incomes or those
establishing a credit history, bank accousnts and other means necessary o subscribe to local
telephone service, rely upon these prepaid calling cards to stay connected at set affordable rates.
S'tudents, immigrants, senior citizens, and others face similar challenges.

As a result, prepaid calling cards are the only option available — without them, many consumers
could, quite literally, be left without access to telephone service. Raising the price of prepaid
# calling cards will directly harm individuals who can least afford price increases.

Imposing in-state charges would amount to a substantial increase in the cost of prepaid calls,
destroying the utility of calling cards to disadvantaged consumers. Allowing the large, Jocal
telephone companies to collect such charges, even when they do not sell the calling card to a
customer, would drive up prices; thus making these services substantially less affordable. Please
look out for consumers and refuse to impose new access charges and fees on prepaid calling card
services.

s it s Aalog
X,

ccs:  Commissioner Michael Copps
Commissioner Kathleen Abemathy
Commissioner Kevin Martin
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein
' Senator
Senator
Congressperson
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July 7, 2004

Chairman Michael Powe]l

Federal Communications Comnmission
445 [2th Street, S W.

Washington, DC 20554

RE: WC Docket No. 03-133

* Chairman Powell:

The FCC should not impose new access charges and fees upon prepaid calling cards. If you
move 1o increase the cost of these cards, you will simply drive up the cost for minority or
disadvantaged individuals to stay in touch in their communities.

The Latino community is particularly sensitive to any price increase for pre-paid calling cards; TS—
approximately 43% of Latino houscholds use them. Indeed, balf of the households with incomes
below §20,000 have used prepaid cards. Pre-paid calling cards are so prevalent in pari because
they save consumers money.

With gas and milk prices already holding fixed and low income consumers hostage, we should
not be faced with rising telephone service costs as well. In particular, many low-income
households who are on fixed incomes depend entirely upon prepaid service because they cannot
meet the credit rating or hefty deposit requirements that local phone companies insist upon before
getting a phone. With prepaid cards, consumers can make calls from payphoanes or the telephones
of family members and neighbors. We can use these cards to stay “connected” as we look for
jobs, hunt for houses, or schedule many of the other daily appointments that we all have.

I'simply find it unimaginable that the FCC would impose new charges and fees on these cards.
Some of the nation’s largest telephone companies would be the largest beneficiaries of such
‘harges. The FCC should stand up for consumer interests over corporate gain by keeping
affordable prepaid cailing cards a priarity.

# Sincersly, Wuﬁb LZQ 2o ) ; Z‘X

ccs:  Commissioner Michac] Copps
Commissioner Kathleen Abernathy
Commissioner Kevin Martin
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein
Senator
" Senator
Congressperson
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' July 7, 2004

Chairman Michael Powell

Federal Communications Commission )
445 12th Street, S.W. '

‘Washington, DC 20554

RE: WC Docket No. 03-133

Chairman Powell:

The FCC should not impose new access charges and fees upon prepaid calling cards. Ifyoﬁ
move to increase the cost of these cards, you will simply drive up the cost for minority or
disadvantaged individuals to stay in touch in their communities.

The Latino community is particularly sensitive to any price increase for pre-paid calling cards;
approximately 43% of Latino households use them. Indeed, half of the houscholds with incomes:
below $20,000 bave used prepaid cards. Pre-paid calling cards are so prevalent in part because
they save consumers money.

With gas and milk prices already holding fixed and low income consumers hostage, we should
not be faced with rising telephone service costs as well. In particular, many low-income

# households who are on fixed incomes depend entirely upon prepaid service because they cannot
mect the credit rating or hefty deposit requirements that local phone companies insist upon before
getting a phone. With prepaid cards, consumers can make calls from payphones or the telephones
of family members and neighbors. We can use these cards to stay “connected” as we look for
jobs, hunt for houses, or schedule many of the othe\r daily appointments that we all have.

I simply find it unimaginable that the FCC would impose new charges and fees on these cards.
Some of the nation’s largest telephone companies would be the largest beneficiaries of such
charges. The FCC should stand up for consumer interests over corporate gain by keeping
affordable prepaid calling cards a priarity.

Sincerely,

Mot . 1e44S

ccs:  Commissioner Michael Copps
Connmissioner Kathleen Abernathy
R Commissioner Kevin Martin
Commissjoner Jonathan Adelstein
Senator
Senator
Congressperson
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July 7, 2004

Chairman Michael Powell

Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, S.W.

Washington, DC 20554

RE: WC Docket No. 03-133

[
Dear Chairman Powell:

# Latino and other minority communities rely upon low-cost telecommunications services to
accomplish many every day tasks, from looking for a job or affordable housing to staying in
touch with family and friends. But pending before the FCC is a proposal that would introduce
oew charges and fees upon services upon which we depend, immediately hanming millions of .
Latinos and other consumers nationwide, —~

I understand that the FCC js considering applying “in-state” access charges and other fees on
certain prepaid calling card services. Many Latinos, particularly those on fixed incomes or those
establishing a credit history, bank accounts and other means necessary to subscribe to local
telephone service, rely upon these prepaid calling cards to stay connected at set affordable rates.
Students, immigrants, senjor citizens, and others face similar challenges.

As a result, prepaid calling cards are the only option available — without them, many consumers
could, quite literally, be left without access to telephone service. Raising the price of prepaid
calling cards will directly harm individuals who can least afford price increases.

Imposing in-state charges would amount to a substantial increase in the cost of prepaid calls,
destroying the utility of calling cards 10 disadvantaged consumers. Allowing the large, local
tglephone companies to collect such charges, even whea they do not sell the calling card to a
customer, would drive up prices; thus making these services substantially Jess affordable. Please
Jook out for consumcrs and refuse to impose new access charges and fees on prepaid calling card
services,

Sincerely,

/ ~ .
Ry A @ e r s o
\\ccs:\_c_umn#ssioner Michael Copps -

Commissioner Kathleen Abemsthy
Commissioner Kevin Martin
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein
Senator

Senator

Congressperson
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Tuly 7, 2004

Chairman Michacl Powell

Federal Communications Commission

445 12th Street, S.W.

Washington, DC 20554 —~—

RE: WC Docket No. 03-133

Chairman Powell:

The FCC should not impose new access charges and fecs upon prepaid calling cards. Ifyou
move 1o increase the cost of these cards, you will simply drive up the cost for minority or
disadvantaged individnals to stay in touch in their communities.

The Latino cornmunity is partjcularly sensitive to any price increase for pre-paid calling cards;
approximately 43% of Latino households use them. Indeed, half of the households with incomes
below $20,000 have used prepaid cards. Pre-paid calling cards are so prevalent in part because

t they save consumers money.

With gas and milk prices already holding fixed and low income consumers hostage, we should

#  not be faced with rising telephone service costs as well. In particular, many low-income
kouseholds who are on fixed incomes depend entirely upon prepaid service because they cannot
meet the credit rating or hefty deposit requirements that local phone companies insist upon before
getting a phone. With prepaid cards, consumers can make cslls from payphones or the telephones
of family members and neighbors. We can use these cards to stay “connected” as we look for
jobs, hunt for houses, or schedule many of the other daily appointments that we all have.

I simply find it unimaginable that the FCC would impose new charges and fees on these cards.
Some of the nation’s largest telephone companies would be the largest beneficiaries of such
charges. The FCC should stand up for consumer interests over carporate gain by kecping
affordable prepaid calling cards a priority.

Wt ks ] Vo7

ccs:  Commissioner Michae] Copps
Commissioner Kathleen Abernathy
Commissioner Kevin Martin
Commissioper Jonathan Adelstein

Senator ST
& Senator Carayn
Congressperson ‘7
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July 7, 2004

Chairman Michael Powel]

Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, S W.

‘Washington, DC 20554

» RE: WC Docket No. (33-133

- Chajrman Powell:

The FCC should not impose new access charges and fees upon prepaid calling cards. If you
move 1o increase the cost of these cards, you will simply drive up the cost for minority or R
disadvantaged individusls to stay in touch in their communitjes. T

The Latino community is particularly sensitive to any price increase for pre-paid calling cards;
approximately 43% of Latino households use them. Indeed, half of the households with incomes
below $20,000 have used prepaid cards. Pre-paid calling cards are so prevalent in part becanse
they save consumers money.,

With gas and milk prices already holding fixed and low income consumers hostage, we should
not be faced with rising telephone service costs as well. In particular, many low-income
households who are on fixed incomes depend entirely upon prepaid service because they cannot
meet the credit rating or hefty deposit requirements that local phone companies insist upon before
getting a phone. With prepaid cards, consumers can make calls from payphones or the telephones
of family members and neighbors. We can use these cards to stay “connected” as we look for
jobs, hunt for houses, or schedule many of the other dajly appointments that we all have.

I simply find it unimaginable that the FCC would mmpose new charges and fees on these cards.
Some of the nation’s largest telephone companies would be the largest beneficiaries of such
charges. The FCC should stand up for consumer intercsts over corporate gain by keeping
#  affordable prepaid calling cards a priority.

Sincerely,

L o AL

Commissioner Mlchael Copps
Commissioner Kathleen Abernathy
Commiissioner Kevin Martin
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein
Senator Son.

Senator &,-47[

Congressperson
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July 7, 2004
Chairman Michae] Powell
Federal Communjcations Commissjon
445 12th Street, S.W.
‘Washington, DC 20554
RE: WC Docket No. 03-133
Dear Chairman Powell:
Latino and other minority communities rely upon low-cost telecommunications services to
accomplish many every day tasks, from looking for a job or affordable housing to staying in
touch with family and friends. But pending before the FCC is a proposal that would introduce
new charges and fees upon services upon which we depend, immediately harming millions of
Latinos and other consumers nationwide.
I understand that the FCC is considering applying “in-state™ access charges and ather fees on
- certain prepaid calling card services. Many Latinos, particularly those on fixed incomes or those
establishing a credit history, bank accounts and other means necessary to subscribe to local
telephone service, rely upon these prepaid calling cards to stay connected at set affordable rates.
Students, immigrants, senior citizens, and others face similar challenges.
As a result, prepaid calling cards are the only option available — without them, many consumers ‘
could, quite literally, be left without access to telephone service. Raising the price of prepaid
calling cards will directly harm individuals who can Jeast afford price increases,
Imposing in-state charges would amount to a substantial increase in the cost of prepaid calls,
destroying the utility of calling cards to disadvantaged consumers. Allowing the large, Jocal
1elephone companies to collect such charges, even when they do not sell the calling card to a
customer, would drive up prices; thus making these services substantially less affordable. Please
look out for consurmners and refuse to impose new access charges and fées on prepaid calling card
services.
Sincerely,
ces Commmswner chhaelw
£ Commissioner Kathleen Abernathy

Commissioner Kevin Martin

Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein

Senator

Senator —

Congressperson
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- July 7, 2004

Chairman Michsael Powell

Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, 5. W.

Washington, DC 20554

RE: WC Docket No. 03-133

P

Dear Chairman Powell:

Latino and other minority communities rely upon low-cost telecommunications services to
accomplish many every day tasks, from looking for 2 job or affordable housing to staying in -
touch with family and friends. But pending before the FCC is a proposal that would introduce
new charges and fees npon services upon which we depend, immediately harming millions of
Latinos and other consumers nationwide. '

I understand that the FCC is considering applying “in-state” access charges and other fees on
certaip prepaid calling card services. Many Latinos, particularly those on fixed incomes or those
establishing a credit history, bank accounts and other means necessary to subscribe 1o local
telephone service, rely upon these prepaid calling cards to stay connected at set affordable rates.
Students, immigrants, senfor citizens, and others face similar challenges,

As a result, prepaid calling cards are the only option available ~ without them, many consumers
could, quite literally, be left without access to telephone service. Raising the price of prepaid
calling cards will directly harm individuals who can least afford price increases.

Imposing is-state charges would amount to a substantial increase in the cost of prepaid calls,
destroying the utility of calling cards to disadvantaged consumers. Allowing the large, Jocal

# telephone companies to collect such charges, even when they do not sell the calling card to a
customer, would drive up prices; thus making these services substantially less affordable. Please

look out for consumers and refuse to impose new access charges and fees on prepaid calling card -

services.

Sincerely,

CCs?

!

VRN T

Commissioner Michael Copp
Commissioner Kathleen Abernathy
Commissioner Kevin Martin
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein
Senator

Senator

Congressperson
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July 7, 2004 N

Chairman Michael Powell

Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, S.W,

Washington, DC 20554

RE: WC Docket No. 03-133
Dear Chairman Powell:

Latino and other minority communities rely upon low-cost telecommunications services to
accomplish many every day tasks, from looking for a job or affordable housing to staying in
touch with family and friends. But pending before the FCC is a proposal that would introduce
new charges and fees upon services upon wh:ch we depend, immediately harming millions of
Ratinos and other consumers nationwide.

I understand that the FCC is considering applying “in-state” access charges and other fees on

# certain prepaid calling card services, Many Latinos, particularly those on fixed incomes or those
establishing a credit history, bank accounts and other means necessary to subscribe to local
telephone service, rely upon these prepaid calling cards to stay connected at set affordable rates.
Students, immigrants, senior citizens, and others face similar challenges.

~
As a result, prepaid calling cards are the only option available - without them, many consumers
could, quite literally, be left without access to telephone service. Raising the price of prepaid
calling cards will directly harm individuals who can least afford price increases.
Imposing in-state charges would amount to a substantial increase in the cost of prepaid calls,
destroying the utility of calling cards to disadvantaged consumers. Allowing the large, Jocal
telephone companies to collect such charges, even when they do not sell the calling card to a
customer, would drive up prices; thus making these services substantially less affordable. Please
look out for consumers and refuse to impose new access charges and fees on prepaid calling card
Services.
Sincerely, W M
L - Commissioner Michael Copps
Commissioner Kathleen Abernathy
Commissioner Kevin Martin
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein
Senator " S—
Senator

Congressperson
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July 7, 2004

Chairman Michae] Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, S.W.

' Washington, DC 20554

&  RE: WC Docket No. 03-133

Chairman Powell:

The FCC should not impose new access charges and fees upon prepaid calling cards. If you
move to increase the cost of these cards, you will simply drive up the cost for minority or .
disadvantaged individuals to stay in touch in their communities.

The Latino community is particularly sensitive to any price increase for pre-paid calling cards;
approximately 43% of Latino households use them. Indeed, half of the households with incomes
below $20,000 bave used prepaid cards. Pre-paid calling cards are so prevalent in part because
they save consumers money. ' :

With gas and milk prices already holding fixed and low income consumers hostage, we should
not be faced with rising telephone service costs as well. In particular, many low-income
-households who are on fixed incomes depepd entirely upon prepaid service because they cannot
meet the credit rating or hefiy deposit requirements that local phone companies insist upon before
v getting a phone. With prepaid cards, consumers can make calls from payphones or the telephones
of family members and neighbors. We can use these cards to stay “connected” as we look for
jobs, hunt for bouses, or schedule many of the other daily appointments that we all have.

1 simply find it unimaginable that the FCC would impose new charges and fees on these cards.
Some of the nation’s largest telephone companies would be the Jargest beneficiaries of such
charges. The FCC should stand up for consumer interests over corporate gain by keeping
affordable prepaid calling cards a priority. —

Sincerely, _ C

cgg.  Commissioner Michael Copps
Commissioner Kathleen Abernathy
Commissioner Kevin Martin
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein
Senator
Senator
Congressperson
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July 7, 2004 " ——

Chairman Michael Powell

Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, SW.

Washington, DC 20554

RE: WC Docket No. 03-133

Chairman Powyell:

The FCC should not impose new access charges and fees upon prepaid calling cards. If you
,move to increase the cost of these cards, you will simply drive up the cost for minority or
disadvantaged individuals to stay in touch in their communities,

The Latino community is particularly sensitive to any price increase for pre-paid calling cards;
approximately 43% of Latino households use them. Indeed, half of the households with incomes
below $20,000 have used prepaid cards. Pre-paid calling cards are so prevalent in part because
they save consumers money.

With gas and milk prices already holding fixed and low income consumers hostage, we should
not be faced with rising telephone service costs as well. In particular, many low-income
-households who are on fixed incomes depend entirely upon prepaid service because they cannot
meet the credit rating or hefty deposit requirements that Jocal phone companies insist upon before
.getting a phone. With prepaid cards, consumers can make calls from payphones or the telephones
of family members and neighbors. We can use these cards to stay “connected” as we look for
jobs, hunt for houses, or schedule many of the other daily appointments that we all have.

1 simply find it unimaginable that the FCC would impose new charges and fees on these cards.
Some of the nation’s largest telephone companies would be the largest beneficiaries of such
charges. The FCC should stand up for consumer interests over corporate gain by keeping
affordable prepaid ealling cards a priority.

Sincerely,
R .
/ - LI
3 ok \*—D\ ™d e as
¢cs: Commissioner Michael Copps

Commissioner Kathleen Abernathy
Commissioner Kevin Martin N
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein —
Senator '
Senator

Congressperson
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July 7, 2004

Chairman Michael Powell

Federal Communications Commission
v 445 12th Street, S W.

Washington, DC 20554

RE: WC Docket No. 03-133

Chairman Powell: ' . : : ""‘"'

The FCC shouid not impose new access charges and fees upon prepaid calling cards. If you
move to increase the cost of these cards, you will simply drive up the cost for minority or
disadvantaged individuals to stay in touch in their communities.

The Latino community is particularly sensitive to any price increase for pre-paid calling cards;
approximately 43% of Latino households use them. Indeed, half of the households with incomes
below §20,000 have used prepaid cards. Pre-paid calling cards are so prevalent in part because
they save consumers money.

With gas.and milk prices already holding fixed and low income consumers hostage, we should
not be faced with rising telephone service costs as well. In particular, many low-income
households who ar¢ on fixed incomes depend entirely npon prepaid service because they cannot
,meet the credit rating or heRy deposit requirements thai local phone companies insist upon before
gettm g a phone. With prepaid cards, consumers can make calls from payphones or the telephones
of family members and neighbors. We can use these cards to stay “connected” as we look for
jobs, hunt for houses, or schedule many of the other daily appointments that we all have.

1 simply find it unimaginable that the FCC would impose new charges and fees on these cards.

Some of the nation’s largest telephone companies would be the larpest beneficiaries of such

charges. The FCC should stand up for consumer interests over corporate gain by keeping “—
affordable prepaid calling cards a priority.

LUMQQJ\(@ 1 'IXTX

ccs:  Commissioner Michael Copps
Commissioner Kathleen Abernathy
Commissioner Kevin Martin
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein
Senator
Senator
Congressperson

Smcerely,
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July 7, 2004

Chairmaan Michae! Powell

Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, S.W.

Washington, DC 20554

RE: WC Docket No. 3-133

Chairman Powell:

The FCC should not impose new access charges and fees upon prepaid calling cards. If you
move to increase the cost of these cards, you will simply drive up the cost for minority or
+ disadvantaged individuals to stay in touch in their communities.

The Latino community is particularly sensitive to any price increase for pre-paid calling cards;

& approximately 43% of Latino households use them. Indeed, half of the households with incomes
below $20,000 have used prepaid cards. Pre-paid calling cards are so prevalent in part because
they save consumers money.

With gas and milk prices already holding fixed and low income consumers hostage, we should
not be faced with rising telephone service costs as well. In particular, many low-income
households who are on fixed incomes depend entirely upon prepaid service because they cannot
meet the credit rating or hefty deposit requirements that local phone companies insist upon before
getting a phone. With prepaid cards, consumers can make calls from payphones or the telephones
of family members and neighbors. We can use these cards to stay “connected” as we look for
jobs, hunt for houses, or schedule many of the other daily appointments that we aJ] have.

1 simply find it unimaginable that the FCC would impose new charges and fees on these cards.
Some of the nation’s largest telephone companies would be the largest beneficiaries of such
charges. The FCC should stand up for consumer interests over corporate gain by keepmg
affordable prepaid calling cards a priority.

Sincerely,

' %JJ@ N Msgies

¥ ces: Michael Copps
Commissioner Kathleen Abernathy
Commissioner Kevin Martin
Commissioger Jonathan Adelstein ~—
Senator
Senator
Congressperson



07/14/2004 08:53 FAX - [Ao07/014

Tuly 7, 2004

Chairman Michael Powell

.Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, S.W.
Washington, DC 20554

RE: WC Docket No. 03-133

Chairman Powell:

. The FCC should not impose new access charges and fees upon prepaid calling cards. If you
move lo increase the cost of these cards, you will simply drive up the cost for minority or
disadvantaged individuals to stay in touch in their communities.

The Latino community is particularly sensitive to any price increase for pre-paid calling cards;
approximately 43% of Latino households use them. Indeed, half of the households with incomes
below $20,000 have vsed prepaid cards. Pre-paid callmg cards are so prevalent in part becaunse
they save consumers money.

With gas and milk prices already holding fixed and low income consumers hostage, we should
not be faced with rising telephone service costs as well. In particular, many low-income
households who are on fixed incomes depend entirely upon prepaid service because they cannot
'meet the credit rating or hefty deposit requirements that local phone companies insist upon before
getting a phone, With prepaid cards, consumers can make calls from payphones or the telephones
of family members and neighbors. We can use these cards to stay “connected” as we Iook for
# jobs, hunt for houses, or schedule many of the other daily appointments that we all have.

1 simply find it unimaginable that the FCC would impose new charges and fees on these cards.

Some of the nation’s largest telephone companies would be the largest beneficiaries of such

charges. The FCC should stand up for consumer interests over corporate gain by keeping S
affordable prepaid calling cards a priority.

Sincerely, .
é@omc % /Z,éz,,/,ﬂ/ vor, Zems

ccs:  Commissioner Michae) Copps
Commissioner Kathleen Abernathy
Commissioner Kevin Martin
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein
Senator
~ Senator
' Congressperson
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July 7, 2004 ' : | T

Chairman Michael Powell

Federal Communications Comumission
445 12th Street, S.W.

‘Washington, DC 20554

RE: WC Docket No. 03-133

Chairman Powell:

The FCC should not impose new access charges and fees upon prepaid calling cards. If you
move 10 increase the cost of these cards, you will simply drive up the cost for minority or
! disadvantaged individuals to stay in touch in their communities.

The Latino community is particularly sensitive to any price increase for pre-paid calling cards;

# approximately 43% of Latino households use them. Indeed, half of the houscholds with incomes
below $20,000 have used prepsid cards. Pre-paid calling cards are so prevalent in part because
they save consumers money.

With gas and milk prices already holding fixed and low income consumers hostage, we should

not be faced with rising telephone service costs as well. In particular, many Jow-income
households who are on fixed incomes depend entirely upon prepaid service because they cannot
meet the credit rating or hefly deposit requirements that local phone companies insist upon before
getting a phone. With prepaid cards, consumers can make calls from payphones or the telephones
of family members and neighbors. We can use these cards to stay “connected” as we look for

Jobs, hunt for houses, or schedule many of the other daily appointments that we all have.

I simply find jt unimaginable that the FCC would impose new charges and fees on these cards.
Some of the nation’s largest telephone companies would be the largest beneficiaries of such
charges. The FCC should stand up for consumer interests over corporate gain by keeping
affordable prepaid calling cards a priority.

Sincerely,
' oS
/ (O
Amsiue- [Awgd
‘r » - L
ces:  Commissioner Michael Copps
Commissioner Kathleen Abernathy
Commissioner Kevin Martin _
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein Se—
Senator

Senator
Congressperson
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July 7, 2004

Chairman Michael Powell

Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, SW.

Washington, DC 20554

#  RE: WC Docket No. 03-133

Chairman Powell:

The FCC should not impose new access charges and fees upon prepaid calling cards. If you
move to increase the cost of these cards, you will simply drive up the cost for minority or
disadvantaged individuals to stay in touch in their communities.

The Latino community is particularly sensitive ta any price increase for pre-paid calling cards;
approximately 43% of Latino households use them. Indeed, half of the households with incomes
below $20,000 have used prepaid cards. Pre-paid calling cards are so prevalent in part because
they save consumers money.

With gas-and milk prices alrcady holding fixed and low income consumers hostage, we should
not be faced with rising telephone service costs as well. In particular, many low-income
households who are on fixed incomes depend entirely upon prepaid service because they cannot
meet the credit rating or hefty deposit requirements that local phone companies insist upon before

* getting a phone. With prepaid cards, consumers can make calls from payphones or the telephones
of family members and neighbors. We can use these cards to stay “connected” as we look for
jobs, hunt for houses, or schedule many of the other daily appointments that we all have,

I simply find it unimaginable that the FCC would impose new charges and fees on these cards.
Some of the nation’s largest telephone companies would be the largest beneficiaries of such
charges. The FCC sbould stand up for consumer interests over corporate gain by keeping _
affordable prepaid calling cards a priority. T~

Sincercly,

ccs:  Commissioner Michael Copps

Commissioner Kathleen Abernathy
Commissioner Kevin Martin
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein
Senator

Senator

Congressperson



